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at least, for the pollution of our water and our air.
Here we' re not forcing 1t upon them. It's an ootional
thing. We can go toward solar energy but on the other
hand, it does about the same thing. It encourages some
thing tnat needs to be done. In my opinion if we Non't
do this, we probably w111 delay go1ng into this source
of energy supply and 1t would be an encouragement and
that's why I'm supporting this. " do be l 1eve i t ' s
different 1n concept.

SENATOR KEYES: Senator Kremer, I certai.nlv an not opposed
t,o solar energy or I'm not opposed to the people of this
state trying to get any k1nd of energy. The only thin
I'm opposed to is that consistently, day after day, vear
after year, we come along and we narrow the property tax
base to the poi.nt now where the city of Omaha cannot oper
ate on its property tax base. My county is at the top of
its mill levy. Every, probably fifty p rcent of the
counties across th1s state are at the top of their mill
levy and we are taking property off the tax rolls. I
would presume under this bill that we will take several
million dollars worth of property tax off of the tax
rolls. Under the two bills that you had, Senator Kremer,
I know we took a couple, or two or three m1111on dollars
off. If we cont1nually day after day, and week after week,
and year after year, every time this Legislature comes into
session, we say to the property owners of this state, we' re
g oing t o t a k e " rtain 1ndividual people's prooerty tax of".,
not replace 1t with sales and income tax, and kill vour
schools, k111 your county government, kill vour citv vovern
ment, k111 the N.R.D.'s, do evervthin vou can to destrov
them by taking away their property tax base and then not
replac1ng it. If you were going to do as I suggested,
replace this with a sales and income tax, I'd be one hun
dred percent for it, but when you come out here and delib
erately take these cities and subdiv1sions of state govern
ment apart financially, I cannot support it.

PRESIDENT: Senator Bu r r o ws.

SENATOR BURROWS: Mr. Chairman, members of the body, I would
have to echo a great deal of what Senator Keyes has said. I
am a hundred percent sympathetic with the problem that we need
to provide 1ncent1ves for solar energy and for wind energy and
these sources, but we could do it by direct subsidy and it
stops right there. Appropriate money and g1ve them direct
subsidy and then it stops rather than creat1ng a 1'ragmertation
of the property tax system. Since my amendment was adopted
and it narrowed the concept of the bill a 11ttle bit, I don' t
nave the opposition I did previously, but I th1nk in concept,
this further erosion of the property tax base cannot be de
fended as the best alternative to stimulate the movement to
alternate energy sources. If we would take the dollars that
are lost from the system and put them out as direct subs1dv,
we would have a much stronger impetus for people to make the
shifts. We wouldn't shift to other property tax bearers. We
could take it out of the state General Fund where it would be
supported by sales income tax and this would be a much better
device to use and we could be moving with it right now without
a constitutional amendment. I have to oppose the amendment in
concept of fragmentation of the tax system which I feel it 1s,
not on the basis that we don't need a movement in that direc
tion but that we' re taking the wrong turn on 1t. The debate
here today has well convinced me that with the merits and the
problems we have on the Revenue Committee with the fragmenta
tion of the present system and watching it erode further as
the means to accomplish this goal, it is the wrong means.
Thank you.


